
AND THE WAR II

is just • the confident consciousness that ray particular

interest is contained and preserved in the interest and
end of the State '.

It is on the ground of his exaltation of the State

and his manifest leaning to the Prussian form of mon-
archy that Hegel has been accused of having cast

a slight on international law and organization and of

being the philosopher of the Prussian military tradition.*

This view can only be maintained if to have vindicated

one factor in the moral order of the world must be
taken to mean the denial of others. Hegel had lived

through the enthusiasm of the French Revolution and,
like Burke in England, had come to realize the element
of individualism and anarchy which it contained. He
felt that the time had come to vindicate the reality of

the State as of the very substance of individual, family,

and national life. Further than this there is no ground
to ally his political teaching with military tradition.

He expressly rejects the militarist doctrine that the
State rests upon force. * The binding cord is not force,

but the deep-seated feeling of order that is jKwisessed

by us all.' He has no words strong enough for von Haller,
the von Treitschke of his time, who had written :

It is the eternal unchangeable decree of God that
the most powerful rules, must rule, and will for ever
rule,

and who had poured contempt on the national liberties

of Germany and our own Magna Charta and the Bill

of Rights as mere ' documentary liberties '.'

With equal decisiveness he would have rejected the
doctrine that war is the ' continuation of politics '.

» See Mr. Barker's Nietzsche and TreitseUe in this series, p. 4, and
Dr. Michael Sadler's Modern Germany and the Modern World, p 10
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